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and attention which were necessary ; the " lazareto was in
consequence stormed by the populace which had always
doubted the genuineness of the existence of infectious
disease. The inmates were found to be healthy with the
exception of five patients who were suffering from more or
less trivial ailments, and since this occurrence there have
been no further cases of so-called plague. It turns out
that the whole affair has been a scare purposely got up by
certain interested individuals in Madeira from political
motives which need not be considered further.

I write this with the full concurrence of the senior English
physician in the island, Dr. M. C. Grabham, and we both
wish not only to reassure the friends of visitors at present
staying here but to make public the fact that intending
visitors need have no fear of running any danger on their
arrival.-I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,

J. GEDDES ScoTT, M.R.C.S. Eng., L.R.C.P.Lond.
Funchal, Madeira, Jan. 20th, 1906.

J. GEDDES SCOTT, M.R.C.S. Eng., L.R.C.P. Lond.

THE DIRECT REPRESENTATION OF SCOT-
LAND ON THE GENERAL MEDICAL

COUNCIL.
To the Editors of Tr3E- LANCET.

SIRS,-Rumour has been asserting that I do not intend to
be a candidate for the suffrages of Scottish practitioners at
the next election in October of this year for the post of their
Direct Representative. Will you kindly grant me the kind
privilege of saying publicly that statements to that effect are
untrue and misleading 7-1 am, Sirs, yours faithfully,

Dingwall, N.B., Jan. 24th, 1906. WILLIAM BRUCE.WILLIAM BRUCE.

X RAY DOSAGE.
To the Editors of THE LANCET..

SIRS,-In the interesting article on two cases of leukaemia
treated by x rays in THE LANCET of Jan. 27th, p. 211, Dr.
W. Ironside Bruce regrets the indefinite manner in which the
dosage of the rays is stated. I think, however, that more
essential details are there noted than seems customary in
the reports of x ray treatment.

For example, in Mr. A. Marmaduke Sheild’s case of
mammary cancer, recorded in THE LANCET of Nov. 18th,
1905, p. 1464, Dr. H. Lewis Jones in reporting the
x ray treatment only tells us that the applications
lasted 12 minutes, that the tubes were soft " or

"medium," and that the secondary current was 0-5 5
to 0’ 8 milliampere. No mention is made of the

strength of the primary current nor even of the distance of
the tube from the diseased tissue. When it is considered
that a tube at eight inches from the skin gives it more than
twice the irradiation it would do at one foot, it is evident
that the exact distance is an important datum. The

capacity of the coil, the number of watts in its primary, the
rate of interruptions, the particular " break used, the
distance of the tube and its equivalent spark gap, are all such
important factors in the production and application of x rays
that it seems a pity to omit any of them in reporting the
treatment of a case.
As to the value of recording the milliamperage of the

tube circuit with the instruments now made for that purpose,
opinions seem to differ. From my own observation of the
behaviour of an average milliamperemeter under varying
conditions, I suspect they do little more than indicate their
own eccentricities, and feel convinced that a far more

accurate estimate of what the tube is yielding can be made
from a consideration of the energy of the primary current in
conjunction with the state of the tube and the frequency and
efficiency of the interruptions.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
Ballachulish, Jan. 29th, 1906. W. D. ANDERSON.W. D. ANDERSON.

PHYSIOLOGICAL TESTS FOR PHARMA-
CEUTICAL PREPARATIONS.

To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIR3,-May I trespass briefly on your space once more ? 7
My letter of Jan. 20th has served its main purpose by elicit-
ing the information I desired, but it appears in part to have
conveyed a not wholly correct impression of my attitude

towards this question. I do not think that I under-rate the

importance of such pharmacological researches. My con-
tention is simply this-that before accepted standards are
officially remodelled we should have evidence as complete
and irrefragable as possible that the older methods rightly
carried out cannot be trusted to give a reasonable

uniformity and I think that the evidence adduced by any
investigator loses in weight if he cannot state that the

preparation examined has been made under his own super-
vision from crude drugs which he personally admits to be the
best obtainable, and it is because I hold this opinion that
I attach great value to the definite statement in Dr. W. E.
Dixon’s courteous letter that he found a similar variation
in preparations of ergot made by himself and Dr. Haynes.
Now, if their experience is confirmed by other pharma-
cologists of equal standing, and if the same principle
of procedure-viz., personal identification throughout-is
applied to the other drugs in question with a like result, we
shall have before us a clearer indication than we yet possess
that with our present incomplete knowledge of the chemistry
of such drugs further official tests are desirable ; and it is
quite possible that bio-chemical standardisation may prove
to be the best means of securing that approach to constancy
in therapeutical activity which is so important.

I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
WILLIAM MARTIN, M.D. Durh.

Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Jan. 29th, 1906.
WILLIAM MARTIN, M.D. Durh.

THE DOCTOR IN THE DOCK.
To the Editors of THE LANCET.

SIRS,-Under this title a correspondent recently called
attention in your columns to the careless manner in which all
sorts of miscreants are received by a badly edited press into
the ranks of the medical profession. That colossal black-
guard Bridgwater, and more recently a bogus Scotch
"baron," were both called medical men in many of the
voluminous notices of their exploits. A very good example
of this is now occurring in the case of a person alleging him-
self to be a medical practitioner who was charged with a
petty theft from a chemist’s shop at Charing Cross. This
man was described in newspaper after newspaper as a

medical practitioner, but the magistrate very properly
refused the application for bail made on his behalf by his
solicitor when he heard that the accused was not a regis-
tered medical man. I am not prejudging this case. The
accused is said to possess an American degree, a claim which,
though it is made by every impudent quack, may in this
case be perfectly sound ; but until the man’s medical status
is proved it is obviously unfair to the medical profession to
allude to him as a medical man. The Times says of this

person that he "described himself as a medical practi-
tioner," and such is evidently the fair method of reporting.

I suggest that the mental confusion of the average
journalist upon what constitutes a medical practitioner is
out of date. Not long ago every outburst of rowdyism in a
restaurant or a music-hall was always attributed to medical
students and I do not suppose that the various clerks and
commercial employes, with possibly a leaven of legal and
theological students, who are responsible for these little

 

outbursts, have, or have ever had, the least intention to
father their offences upon other people. It was a badly

’ edited press which, with a mind reminiscent of Bob Sawyer
and Joe Muff, felt constrained to attribute to the medical

’ student all mischief done by any group of young men which
included students of every sort. But the laborious life of the

present medical student is becoming known and taproom
 enae2ctes are no longer attributed to him as a matter of course.
: The stage still suffers to some extent at the hands of the

 press, inebriated ladies of the pavement being not infre-
quently alluded to in the course of police reports as

actresses ; but here, again, the journalist is becoming better
informed and the ordinary female " drunk " is now more
often described as "alleging herself to be an actress." As

justice is being done to our medical students and to our
comediennes and tragediennes, is it not time that the press

- 

should awake to what gives a man a right to be described
as a medical practitioner 7 A medical practitioner is a

registered medical man in practice-not an advertising
quack, not a transatlantic adventurer, nor a monger of

? abortion pills, and not as a rule either a common thief,
- common rogue, or common vagabond.
a I am, Sirs, yours faithfully,
a Jan. 29th, 1906. T. DELORME.T. DELORME.


